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NEW DELHI, SATURDAY, SEPTEMBER 12,1992/RHADRA 21, 1914 


r*r wr & ttfwr *rt *rfe famtf fas jtj 8w«t xfuss wq ^ 

l ^1 9TT aw 

Separate Paging Is given to this Part in order that it may be filed as a 

separate compilation 


an H—%tt* g-npr-ar"* (Hi) 
PART II—Section 3—Sub-section (III) 


(tfn ttw afar srat^rf utf Bfrn) srffeBifa-itf arm mrl fart* amfe srfr wfamr™* 

Orders and Notifications Issued by Central Authorities (other than Administrations of Union 

Territories) 


vcm fawfanr wrafar 
an^pr 

fe*ft, 7 1992 

srro ero 223:—fj^fapT arnfUt *frr $ w £ 1% nrnft % s?f*t ( 2 ) Jr qvn 

faftfr g sr^Ttr fwnr mr % nram ferfair % fa>T <jft srmr ( 3 ) Jr frfrfte ffrafarr e?fa Jr f, 

( 4 ) if mil farfaftre faTm mi mm spifa amnff, ^ irfafnfeir sfafenr, 1951 n«rr n-ifa 1111 , ipt 
fenfi am ante mi trmfr % *?mr ( 5 ) Jf mi ^ferr mi fetf'em ^ w mi ^rfan Jr mm j) 1 

aftT ^ aTRffeff Jr mxv tj^PTT fatr ^ri% ^ ^ ?rnWTT % fJpT ^ «Hmr 3TW STcffalW n?fr fen 

$ sfh; ferfam anifar vr nrntrn wr t fa ^r% sro mi % fact ^ q-q-f^n utm m Mrrjftf^r 

t, 

m\ m, ferfa*r 3 TT!fPT m> 3 rfafenr qfr tmr 1 o-*r £ Jr *tft rrr# % pmr (4) Jr fe fe fea 
wrfafer *im % fatfr tfr tmr % in fatff tt$it tfi fannr mrT mu fatn^T ^fer^ % ww ^ srfe 3fac jffa % 
fat* arferr rfi ?ntfa Jr ffm *r? ^Hnrfsr % fan; farf^r ntfer % t 


2186 01/92—1 


(1231) 
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HR°fV 


Wo fMfcFT «PT fcqfaw qio W3% 3T% WWff W W qrTCT 

Wo sffT wTW WTW aflnc TWT 

1 2 

3 

4 

5 

1. W* SlX fqqpT TT'HT % 
%T OTfanr’iT fawfaw, 1990 

40 -f^fiifr 

«ft tX WT sNp fw$, 

foSTW WPY H i tw2wM, 

3TPpq fawiTW, 

^^-110012 

faqfqq ®Twf *P7 «pY| 
vfY wr <?Tfsrw qr;w Jr 

WITTOT K| 1 

2 . -W^Y- 

93-^^ (W. STT.) 

«fY Xt wrw, 
qm *Pr$(Y, 
wY. ^fYsnqrq 
f^T'^ri wwrw 
(*• ST.) 

-q^Y- 

3. 

100 -W 5 YWT 

«fY ftTW 5TW1*, 

*j*rfaYir E3r> wofowr 

-q$Y- 

L 

4 

1 


>sfY wwsr spwr, 

WY—1265, ffaTT VETO, 

<?PJ V I'3, 

-^fr- 

5. -*r$r~ 


«fr tpt 

wtptto: ^*r$r TOfy <pr 
wrtjt 

WOTS 

-w£r- 

6 . -W^Y- 

i02-w<sR3; qfoww 

«fY qt% f^rfY, 

318/i^e, 'rorriYq w *nr, 
wW w<?-T3; 

-q^Y- 

7. -wfr- 

-q^Y- 

«fY w^ftw, 

3 6 -wX, 

-q^Y- 

8 . —^r^Y— 

-*£r- 

«fY farerw, 

6 5fY TtT, 

wX, 

wwws 

-^Y- 

9 . -*r£r- 


«fY TOfYw wwr wroX 

500/44/27, 

wrwrw fw? tYi, 

TTSfafa, 

W<3FT35 

-q^Y- 

io. 

-^Y- 

«fYq«fY 5JW 

5 5—TpTo 5frfo ^o, 

*T5fpR, 

<?T^T'5i 

-wfr- 
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14. 


13. 


16. 


17. 


18- 


19 . 


20 - 


31 . 


22- 


2 

3 

4 

5 

K faqTT % 

: *ntrn?JT f^r^nr 1990 

102 -^ 3 ^?. tPrjt 

sft hr tit? 

ioo, Tt^r^rr 

fffr tTt, 

fTT'KT 3TT? m< !F?f 
if? HTT TrfTT HT? 
if HTTCiH ^ 1 

-t#- 

-*fr- 

«fr ttV? iff, 

TTW «t STITT, 

t>o T^fr^fr, 

HUTS 



127-^PTT 

«ft ir'irifR, 
ttw H’rffwp:, 

Tlo fasTfC, 

—Tlf?-~ 


27 -TtTT 

«ft tnr sttth, 
tut t tV T#ft, 

iJHTTTTC 

-T$r- 

— infr— 

-*$?- 

*ft WKTTIT wsft, 

TUT HTfrurji:, 

<ft° fiT«rjT 

TJHiTT«TTT 

-Tgft- 



«fr fTTrij^m, 
ifto 'ttrtt rrr«rr*r, 
thtW'Jt, 
f^RT ift°TT 

-^?- 

-<r- 

-^fr- 

«ft TT TTH, 
iffo ^/WOTT, 

STHTPT^, 
fHHT iff 1 !?! 

-Hfr- 

-jt#- 


*ff f^nwjr ST?ft, 
ifto TTTTTT, 

sthtwjt, 

fHHT ift<JTT 

-*#- 

-T^r- 


«f? *TPff TTT, 

THT HTTTR 'JTTT, 

T?o ^TTTtTT 
fviu-fi iflwr 

-*r$r- 



' 4 ( «T®|H ?WT Ilf, 
iffo ^TfTTT TTHTT, 

stw^t, 
fjTHT T>TT 

-T^r- 

-nfV- 

162-^^TT TTOn: 

Eft *r^fr*p 

TTT TTH^T, 

T?o TOT TOTTH, 

fr«Tr iffm 

-^r- 

-*gt- 

227-*rfi«MT 

«ff TOTTHTT, 

TTPT TRq^R JT, 

Tfo sff^TWr, 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

23 . syp: jjtur fVyrr 5WT % 
fen* STOTRJT ft^PT, 1000 

2 4 0—T-WST.’PT 

«ff EEETTE 

HET ’tlTT, 

^ 0 qfy +i«C, 

TRT'Efr 

fa^EE ERifr w Vtf 
vfr $ngr Tif^r v^r *r 

EE3ET 1 

24. 

-^f>- 

24 3-^TKr^ 3rR 

«ft 

21/232 

STRERft 


25. 



Mt 5IRft, 

#0 21/3 5 ■J7T5TT7T, 
ERTEtft 


2 6. 



«ft RTE 5RT3ET, 

EHT * «fto 
^TTfJT^ 

— ^nfr— 

27- 


2 4 6-^1^ ^ 

«ft ET^- 

jfrqT TStfJt, 
ziKRryft 


28. 



^ <3ici i^R 

srTTTorMy 

-E$- 

29. 


249-VET^ (sfo 3lTo) 

Mt ER5J, 

vitro, 

<ft° EfRrrEr, 

^nrnTRft 


30- 

-’ 1 ^- 


Mt EOT STET, 

MW *3TE, 

'fTo TOffiJR, 

TREEft 

-e^V- 

31. 

-un^- 

277-W1W* (3fr5PT) 

«fr ’tew ^r^r, 

23 , Erwfa, 

^r?rro 

-e£t- 

32. 



*fr MVfPT, 

HTE WT|T fTWlta, 

WT^TSTPr 

-flJTjft— 

3 3. 

— *r^V— 


sft est eet 
imr * fro 

WTIJW'I 

—RTfr— 

34. 


3 2 g-E^TE 

Mt eet ?rw 

E ° ^SRT 

*rfar 

-E$t- 

3 5- 



t^TT< 
ete ee 
qyo wwy, 

?T^o 

-wtflr- 

3 6. 

-*n£t- 

-^{t- 

«ft TOET $ETR, 

^0 vrforprnjRT, 

E^ET 





37 . Wf sSHT falTO Wfl % 249-VTCt# (5To 3fT<>) 

msrm 19&0 


38. 


398-^TOfhrr 


^!f f^OffT 
TO 5^T^TR, 

«fto ^f<TOl, 

TOPRft 

«ft *r*fr ftr?, 

*fr?tT 3nro>frqT, 
*ft 0 ^r, 

^3 


f^m s^rqr'f ^rt 
vfr Jr$T srfOST <PT% 
Jr Tf 1 


-^nft— 


ELECTION COMMISSION OF INDIA 
ORDER 

New Delhi, the 7ih Augnst, 1992 
O.N. 223.—Whereas the Election Commission Is satisfied 
that each of the contesting candid fie specified it. column 4 
Of the table below at the General Election to the Lliar I ra- 
desh Legislative Assembly at specified in column (.2) held 
from the constituency specified in column (3) against his 
name has failed to lodge an account of Ins election ex¬ 
panses as required by the Representation of the People Act, 
19Ji and the rules made thereunder as shown in column 
A(5) of the said Table : 

TABLE 


76/^o qo-«-fwo ^o/go] 
trr^sT Jr, 

And, whereas, the said candidates have pot furnished 
any reason or explanation for ihe said failure even after 
due notice and the Election Commission is thus satisfied that 
they have no good reason or justification for the said 
failure; , 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the sali 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the persons 
specified in Column (4) of the Table below to be dls* 
qualified for being chosen os, and for being a member of 
either House of Parliament or of the Legislative Assembly 
or Legislative Council of a State for a period of 3 years 
from the date of this order:— 


SI. Particulars of election No. and Name of 

No. Constituency 


Name and address of contesting Reason for 

candidate disqualification 
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4 


5 


5. General Election to the 100—Muhodi 1 

Uttar Pradesh Legislative 
Assembly, 1989. 


Sh Ram Kh.elr.wan, 
Makranc. pur Rudahi 
Bakshi ka Talab 
Lucknow (U.P.) 


Failure to Edge any 
account of elect : on 
expenses. 


6. -do- 102—Lucknow West 


7. 

-do* 

-do- 

8. 

-do- 

-do- 

9 . 

-do- 

-do- 

10. 

-do- 

-do- 

11. 

-do- 

-do- 

12. 

-do- 

-do- 

13. 

-do- 

27—Chanda 

14. 

-do- 

-do- 

15. 

-do- 

-do- 

1 <$. 

-do- 

156—Balrampur 

17. 

-do- 

-do- 

18. 

-do- 

-do- 

19. 

-do- 

-do- 


Sh. Banka Bihari, 

318/1-A Kwatipar Chander, 

Chowk Lucknow (U.P.) 

-do- 

Sh. Sa.leem, 

36—Shahganj, 

Lucknow (U.P.) 

-do- 

Sh Kunwar Kishan, 

6, Khunkhun Ji Road, Chowk, 
Lucknow (U.P.) 

-do* 

Sh. Satish Chandra Pandey, 

500/44/2 7 Kutubpur Ramadhin 
Singh Road Daliganj, 

Lucknow. 

*dc- 

Smt. Shusma Gupta, 

55—M.i.G. Sector-E, 

Aliganj Lucknow (U.P.) 

-do- 

Sh. Chhotey Lai Verma, 

100, Shekhpura Colony, 

Kursi Read, Luoknow (U.P.) 

-do- 

Sh. Garib Go, 

Dhodsara, Pc st Bahrauli 

Lucknow (U.P.) 

-do- 

Sh. Ganaaddin, 

Vill. Jagd shpur, 

Post Mishrapur, 

Sultanpur (U.P.) 

-do- 

Sh. Ram Kripal, 

Vill. & Post Malhipur 

Sultanpur (U.P.) 

-do- 

Sh. Arman Ali, 

Vill. Jagdishpur, 

Post. Mi’hrapur 

Sultanpur (U.P.) 

-do- 

Sh. Nizamuddin, 

Moh. Parma Talab Balrampur, 
Distt. Gouda (U.P.) 

-do- 

Sh. Bansh Raj, 

Moh. Purabtol, 

Balrampur, Djstt. Gonda 
(U.P.) 

-do- 

Sh. Liyakat Ali, 

Moh. Pu nia Talab, Balrampur, 
Distt. Gonda (U.P.) 

-do- 

Sh. Swami Nath, 

Vill. Udf.irajpurwa 

Post Hansuwadol, 

Distt. Gonda (U.P.) 

-do- 





unti xr>m- fatten u, i992/*nm* ai, 1914 


1237 
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1 2 

3 

4 

5 

20. General Elect! n to the 

156-Balrampvr 

Sh. Abdul Hasan Khan, 

Failure to ledge anj 

Uttar Pradesh Legislative 


Moh. Pumin Talab, 

account of election 

Assembly, 1989. 


Balrampir, Distt. Gonda 

expense.,. 


21. 

-do- 

162-Kntra Bazar 

22. 

-do. 

227-Ballia 

23. 

-do* 

240-Mughatsarai 

24. 

-do* 

243-Varanasi North 

25. 

-do- 

-do- 

26- 

-do- 

-do- 

27. 

-do- 

246-Gangapur 

28. 

-do- 

-do- 

29. 

-do» 

249-Bhadohi (S.C.) 

30. 

-do- 

-do- 

31. 

-do- 

-do- 

32. 

-de- 

277-Allahabad West 

33. 

-do- 

-do- 

34. 

“d#* 

■do- 

35. 

i 

• 

r 

325-Mahoba 


(U.P.) 


Sh- Ash, k Kumar, 

Vill. Raj pur, 

Post. Batura. Vakhtawar, 

Distt. G .nda (U.P.) 

-do- 

Sh. Parmatma, 

Vill. Sarfuddinpur 

Post. Kharipakar 

Distt. Bt.llia (U.P.) 

-do- 

Sh- Abhai Nath, 

Vill. Reysa, Post. Janso ki Madai 
Varanasi (U.P.) 

-do- 

Sh- Amniddin, 

J 21 /232 Rasulpura 

Varanas ’ (U.P.) 

-do- 

Sh. Gazab Ali, 

J 21 /35 P asulpura 

Vp.rana«i (U.P.) 

-do- 

Sh. P ant Nr.rayan, 

Vill. & P st Marui 

Varanasi (UP) 

-do- 

Sh. Bhanu, 

Tadia, Dhadhorpur 

Varanasi (U.P.) 

-do- 

Sh. Lai Bahadur, 

Bachhanw, 

Varanasi (U.P.) 

-do- 

Sh- Surju. 

Bhatevraa, Post. Surianwa 

Varanasi (U P.) 

-do- 

Sh. Panna Lai, 

Chauri Khf s. Post. Parsipur, 

Varanas : (U.P.) 

-do- 

Sh. Chhr tey Lai 

S/o Sh. Vimmda 

Vill. Talapur Bahaduran, 

Post. Suoanwa 

Varanas 1 !U.P.) 

*do* 

Sh- Gulan Hussain, 

23 Yakut ?anj 

Allahabad (UP) 

-do- 

Sh- Patel Sin r h Chanhan, 

Vill. Sah 1 ha Alia Pipalganj, 

Allahabad (U.P.) 

-do- 

Sh. Panna Lai, 

Vill. & Post. So.lla.hpur. 

Allahabad (U.P.) 

-do- 

Sh, Notlm Lol Kushw '.ha, 

R/o Ka.tr;- Pa.schmi, Banda (U.P.) 

-do- 
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2 

3 

— •LV-j;-,' -.■ w--i« ■. ■■■■■■- 1 . axe 

4 

5 

36. 

General Election to the 
Uttar Pradesh Legislative 
Assembly, 1989. 

325-Mahoba 

Smt. Beche Bai, 

Vill. Ganj, Post. Garauli, 
Teh. Kulpahar V U.P., 

Failure to ledge any 
account of election 
expenses. 

37. 

-flo- 

-do- 

Sh. Shyam Kumar, 

R/o Bho.tianapura 

Mahoba (U.P., 

- 00 - 

3$. 

-do- 

398-Kharlchauda 

Sh- Sant Singn, 

Mohra Alamgjrpur 

Post Khas, Meerut (U.P.) 

-do- 


[No. 76/UP-LA/90] 
By Order, 

BALWANT SiNGH, Secy. 


*rr%sr 


1992 

*TT. *r. 224 :—Pwfa* WTtfoT W ft TOT $ fo rTR'ift % RTTO (2) if TOT 

fqrfafosr jtrt froT* tot % tottto frofTO % aft jrtto (3) 3 faPrfte frofTO tfsr %m 
ft, 5 Rr«r (4) ir to* tot* ftPriw frofTO wf-t tott toN? sr«T*ff, tfto? sfafafaw «TftjPrro, 1951 tot 
(T rfPr top* to Prrof frrrr w^fwar wt * trtto (5) if w *rTO frofTO »rot hjt iwr 
*rftr*r >fnN Jf srercrcr ft; 

3ft?: tort w«rf«r?ft % totof *[tot fat? ^ <tt *ff tot wtotot * fro qftf ^trot ?ttot Frift+'TO 
?rftf fror ft aftr frof^ wraEr vr to towr ftt tot ft % to* <Tnr tort vtotot % fsnj *tf TOfcr <pr°t 
HT W flqtft W ?rftf ft, 

tot: w, froto-r rptEt tot trfirPrTO # etrt iot * (rto Jf ?fHr ^ BRoft % toot (4) if 
fliftfaz: wrPRpff *rr ^m % froft tft tot % irr Prof trt *t Prat* ?t*tt sw Praro qftro % ^ 

ari% »fk ftPr % farT to^rt ft ?TRPf tdEr *«f *TTO?rT?rfa % Pt<? pRfftr «ftfTO trtt fti 

TOTOft 


?P. *f. fft?ftTOTOfTOOT 

PrefTO&TTft*! ,*r. 3ft?: 
?mr 

pT?rfTOT 5T?ft TO?t ffWRff TO 
TOR 3ftK TOT 

Prtft^rr ?pt vnw 

1 2 

3 

4 

5 

1. toto%w f^trnr tott % fsni 

9—?ftf^ ( R. TO. ) 

sft^TOTrRTO^k 

f^Rfawf ?PT «ft 

BTOTOT trota'i, 1990 

PraFTTOrTfrof. &?r 

tor^r*.—tottort 
^ rfFrrfr^, fTOTO pRT, 

(*■ »•) 

W'a 1 et 1 Ps( ?T •hX't 
5Ttn>i!T w 1 

2. —4ftt— 

— **ft — 

sfTRTORI 

RFTTO TO#R % 'ftd 

frotPrTO jjtr, ’rtPpr, 
RRTS^r 

— vft — 








[win 11—5 (iii) ] 

wrw wi wrw 

:f?C!T?«, 12 , 1 Slli’/HT!^ 21, 191-1 

1239 

1 2 

3 

4 

5 

3. HR Tfaw faHTH HHT % fa? 

1 4'H?Tt fa*TTW HHT, 

5ftHT?Hfa| 

fawfaw «mt r q^ift 

htotri fanfan, 1990 

fawfawefw 

hr ^wt.—jjn^fr 

fa"<ar wrfara mfa if 



WTWT WWT?1, fawi fairy 

STHEH T?T 1 

4 . —weft— 

77-^n: (si. or. sit. ) 

sft tFprarct 

—q?t— 


fatCTH HHT fWWTHW ^ 

STTJT—’5T7%| iTt.—HHT? 
fanr—ifaft (it, jt. ) 


5 . — w^t— 

8 o-^frf^TT f^rr^r tt^tt 

sftTRfaHH 

--H^t— 


faifaH sfa 

HR—HTfTTWT <ft. —fawtrt 
favTT—flffara 


6. --W#— 

84-Hfty; (sr. h, hi. ) 

«rt srnra 



faww hht, fatrww 

?wwr ’Pratt, fwwr—w?fra 
HRsfaH 


7, —Weft— 

—h£~ 

5ft STFfaTR fa? 

htw—hhwt wrraft, farm— 

H?wfa hr sfan 

-~enft— 

8. —«nft— 

ss-Ht^T’ry; fauR hht 

5 ft ?fjtr fa? 

—®T^t— 


fawfaw 5fa 

RTT$H>. 3 TWR faim—H?ffa 

hr ifaH 


9 . —w£r— 

10 8-T£HtTT fat-JTW R¥rr 

5ft?*tTR 

—w?r-— 


fa q fa W 

WTR't WHT IT?. —+<i*iHT 
farar—fJrara^ ( HRsfavt) 


10. —Sfift— 

12 i-wrh? fasriw hht 

sftnwTTR 

—H^t— 


fawfawffcr 

hr— ftrafa$f qt. —fatf 
*?rt ■n^ttst? farm-fan 1 ^ 31 , 
hr jfairr 


11. —Weft— 

1 4 4-TRW fatTH HHT 
•* 

*fr h£h fa? 

—■Hjft— 


fawfawiffa 

RIW. 12?, TOi W, 5 

*fa£w w. 4 farar£ 4*1 < 
hr hr 


1 2. —WSf— 

lSO-HTWjtt (w. H. Hr. ) 

5 ft wfafr TR 

—W$t— 


fatJTW HHT fawfaw WS 

ura ratrar^ra, it? . ra’T^ra- 
q?, farm wrar 

(ll. 51. ) 


13. --?£t— 

15 8-Trrfr (si. ^r. ) 

sftHfarara 

—Wfft— 


fasjTW HHT fawfaw m 

HR Wfalft, ift. 5TT. 
wnfawtt, s?rt fart, 
farm farnip, hr rfawr 


1 4 . —Weft— 

275-wfar (5T. HI. ) 

3T. RTfaTWHt 

0 

--qft— 


fatTR HHT fatfaw ST^ 

J 1 TT WlfaT fan Hlfawr, 
hr HPf, ?? mwwr, Rfa 
(h. h. ) 




/ 

[h. 76/h. W. 

-fa. H. / 91 ( 10)] 


3THW t ■ • 

fa?, 


2186 GT/92—2 
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ORDER 

New Delhi, the 7th August, 1992 

O. No. 224-—Whereas the election Commission is satisfied that each of the contesting candidates specified 
in column (4) of the Table below at the General Election to the Madhya Pradesh Legislative Assembly as specified in 
column (2) held from the Constituency specified in column (3) against his/her name has failed to lodge an account 
of his/her election expenses as required by the Representation of the People Act, 1951 and the rules made thereunder 
as shown in column (5) of the said Table; 

And, whereas, the said candidates have not furnished any reason or explanation for the said failure even after 
due notice and the Election Commission is thus satisfied that they have no good reason or justification for the saij 
failure; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said Act, the Election Commission hereby declares 
the persons specified in column (4) of the Table below to be disqualified for being chosen as, and for being, a 
member of cither House of the Parliament or of the Legslative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a 
period of 3 years from the date of this order :— 


TABLE 


S. Particulars of election 

No. 

No. and Name of 
Constituency 

Name and address of 
contesting candidate 

Reason for 
disqualification 

1 2 

3 

4 

5 

1. General Election to the 

9—Gohad (SC) 

Shri Baijnath Mahore, 

Failure to lodge any 

Madhya Pradesh 

Assembly 

Vill. & Post Bhagwaxa, 

account of election 

Legislative Assembly, 
1990. 

Constituency 

Tah. Gohad, Distt. Bhind, 
Madhya Pradesh. 

expenses. 

2. -do- 

-do- 

Shri Makrand, 

Behind Alpna Talkes, 
Tikoniya Morar, Gwalior, 
Madhya Pradesh. 

-do- 

3. -do- 

14—Lahar Assembly 
Constituency 

Shri Sahab Singh, 

Vill. & Post. Muravli, 

Thana Daboh, Distt, Bhind, 
Madhya Pradesh. 

-do- 

4. -do- 

77 —Deosar (ST) 
Assembly 
Constituency 

Shri Dhanukdhari, 

Vill. Karahiya, Post Bairdah, 
Distt. Sidhi, Madhya Pradesh. 

-do- 

5. -do- 

80—Umaria Assembly 
Constituency 

Shri Ram Milan, 

Vill, Marai Tola, 

Post Bijauri, Distt. Shahdol, 
Madhya Pradesh. 

-do- 

6. -do- 

84—Anuppur (ST) 
Assembly 
Constituency 

Shri Ashok, 

Jamuna Collary, 

Distt. Shahdol, 

Madhya Pradesh. 

-do- 

7. -do- 

-do 

Shri Anandram Singh, 

Vill. Jamuna Collary, 

Distt. Shahdol, 

Madhya Pradesh. 

-do- 

8. -do- 

85—Sohagpur Assembly 
Constituency 

Shri Sakharaj Singh, 

Dafai No. 3, Pasan, 

Distt. Shahdol, 

Madhya Pradesh. 

-do- 
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1 2 

3 

4 

5 

9. General Election to the 

108—Katghora Assembly Shri Hari Ram, 

Failure to lodge any 

Madhya Pradesh 
Legislative Assembly, 
1990. 

Constituency 

Balco Nagar, Tah. Katghora, 

Distt. Bilaspur, 

Madhya Pradesh. 

account of election 
expenses. 

10. -do¬ 

121—Ramgarh Assembly 
Constituency 

Shri Ganga Ram, 

Vill. Siladehi, Post Birar, 

Via Bamhanidih, Distt. Bilaspur, 
Madhya Pradesh. 

-do- 

ll. -do- 

144—Khurd Assembly 
Constituency 

Shri Mahesh Singh, 

Quarter No. 12-A, Street No. 5, 
Sector-4, Bhilai Nagar, 

Madhya Pradesh. 

-do- 

12. -do- 

150—Bhanpuri (ST) 
Assembly 
Constituency 

Shri Goshthi Ram, 

Vill. Kolwal, Tah. Jagdalpur, 

Distt. Bastar, Madhya Pradesh. 

-do- 

13. -do- 

158—Maro (SC) 

Assembly 

Constituency 

Shri Samme Lai, 

Vill. Borsi, P.O. Taldewari 

Via Virra, Distt. Bilaspur, 

Madhya Pradesh. 

-do- 

14. -do- 

275—Sanwer (SC) 

Assembly 

Constituency 

K . Anita Varma, 

C/o lndu Oil Mills, 

Palia, Madhya Pradesh. 

-do- 


[No. 76/MP-L A/91 (i 6j] 
By Order, 
BALWANT SINGH, Secy. 


TffcRff, 7WTgr, 1992 

iqT. Wo 225 .fagWg WT3>T 43 W4THFT ft T3T | 4?t gR3f % ( 2 ) it 3WT fi rE ffe e g 

pfmT^T % rnarOT Prar’NrT, 1991 % fipr 3 ft pt*w ( 3 ) *f fafaftsg fagfag-sfer A fwr t, RT«3T ( 4 ) it 

wpt% ffPrifgg fggfgg t ?3 grgr w«r*ff, gt* qprfrfkeg wfirfggg, 1951 ttt g#T shut mx fggm 

ira WWfOTT 343 WR°ft % r?PN ( 5 ) if 44T TpSTT WT3 PT4T43 ®T3T 43 ^3T SlflR 47r4 if wgsftg TfT £ ; 

aftr, T'Pf w«rftwt % trrw ’jggr far tx wt 344 wgqiggT % Pm <Prf 43434 m pretax 1 * 3ff 
f T qT | aflrftwfWfT WPftT 471 Wf WrmrnT ft 4WT I pp 33* TTff 343 W3W4T % fatr Jfiff 43?<R 43X<4 4t 
^nwtfwfq 1 *r^t ?f ; 

w^r, wt, ffrVNnr wrpt, w wfsjfgww gf am 1 o-t % wggrw if ?ft% qft grgiff % mr-g ( 4 ) if 
faPrfagg sqfsfqWT 43 334 % fatft ’ft 343 % 34 feft TT^g/gw 7 M &5T 4tt fgtng : 33T gw fggi3 qfr- 
% 34 x 4 fT gi% sftx ff?T % Pr<7 WT^3 4?) TlftST it Hta 33 4it 433Tgfg % ppT fgTf%?T qffqq Jf-^IT | J 


g. fnq'HT 43 Pt’TW 

2 

3Rjft 

fagfag qft ^. n . 3fta 

gT3 

fggfag gig gPr w«pff ^ 
giggpcggr 

*± 

Pn^m 43 4 trt 

5 

.. sft4T3WT % Prh (Pm 

8 —jfjfVjT gg^fg fggfag 

f *p?g gwr, 

pTTRPT aippf 43 Ttf ’ft 

PT4WT, 1991 


Tig — gtam, mq <- 3137 - 

^n4T 3Tf4PT 4R^ if 



P^ft, Prrr — gfgw?, 

WW 4tl 



trfffgggnpT 


J. —gSt— 

— Tffr — 

RT Pg- wgpjsgi fpsff 

— T(fr — 



Tig gpr 1 PPWT — wrggT, 




PvTT — gfitKTontr TftRnr ara 
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1 2 

3 

4 

5 

3. ^ftr^T'RT % Hi u, tttstttw 

11—'fH? 77T 


sipfr *pt 

ftprWw, 1991 


Tfa 3 T\t TI+RT—TTTTT, 
fsr<TT—HlftflT, 7fr<PT 7707 1 

kjT 7Tf%7T 77T% it 
SHFPT T| 1 

4. —*rtjt~ 


sft ttr nfimfr, 

T?nft fatTrpfa tt§, 

( TfSTirTTTT) 

TT^rpT—TT'Jimfd, f"11 — 

aTfcirr, Tf^TP 77FT 1 


5- —— 

12-fT^T (W . 3fT . ) 
THI^tsT fHqta'I 

*ft fafTpT PITT, 

7PT—aTOTPTT, ST7RT— 
7^r j ft, ftp'll—'TTfeTT, 

Tfr^TT ^rnr 

—^Tr— 

6. —^— 

1 7-*T*raW ^TTTT 

THRfa fklfTO’ 

’sffjpfr #^PT9TT, 
e-#, farof ?r 

t f><l ! f>ni— 1 7, Tfr^JT SHIFT 1 

—soft— 

7. —’Tffl— 

18-rK^r ?r?pfPT 

«ft aft#* skt ETfaPT, 

PIT—Tr^TT, WTT— 
pfwp;, 3. & . 

24-TTOTT, 
qflRJT ^PFT 

—qr^r— 

8. —*ft— 

—-ar^V— 

«ft f^FT ! tffl?T'0, 
l/l 5ft, TTJFfFFT fcfc, 
7FH7rrT-2 3, 
nfi-'i+i 7 OFT 1 

—#~ 

9. *—— 

i 9-^ wfk rkfk fa«rm 
«fcr 

«ft Rnl'jfl Tfal, 

T«®T3T inf^wT 
(f'i^^TTTFT ) 

TRFTT—? ■“Wf’TtT-H q 147RT, 
713717171, TO 24-77771, 
7fiT77 7 TFT 

—T^t— 

10. --#• — 

—— 

=5ff T/THT 7077 TT7, 

11 9-ir, T£7T TT5 TkCPTITT, 
^TOT 24-7T7TI, 

7fr77 7717T 

— ofr— 

11. — 

23-7TOFtfT *fww SITnfk 
fiffi'far'T ffk 

sft TTTT PrWRT, 

4 5-%rP=rr TIT, 
7^^7-70002 7, 

4pf^9 3T717T 1 

—soft— 

12. ®r?ft— 

—*r$V- 

«ft TFT T'FStf *T*T, 

krrct, 33 / 2 , w ark m, 

7>?T7>7TT—700020, 

7fr7JT 3FTT*1 

—' 

1 3. —T^t— 

264trTO ^^nfro- 
fklfco S??T 

«ft ssr^far Tftsr 

140, f^'TOkTtS, 
sttutt —ftirrr^Tfl, 
faTTf—prft, qfH7 7707 1 

—7$t— 
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2 

3 

4 

5 

14. 

*mT % faq qrtrrrir 

3 3-hottw (it, ■Sr, sri.) 

Ml *m, 

fTTfa? 3?qf ?rr Wt 


fhrfaT, 1991 


nr?—Tunrnjt, — 

Hrrttrw, ftr-n—fh’RTTT, 

%gr nriRT if 

1 

15- 

—?ifr— 

3 8-WTtETtftT tPTCpT 

f«pprer qjq 
el+Rtr, si+q o— 
fsrtrr—4Tn, i 

—— 

16. 

—- 

41—trafpr brrf^r 

«ft smTT Jfysff, 
nt?—TThTTfijr, 

®T4iS| <—fsf'TT— 
sflrsju, qfrnn i 

— WA — 

17- 

—Tfi't— 

—— 

JTrft TTR?ft htn, 
nt?—aitfsftf, —nfnnr 

TMtTT, —sflTqq, 

—— 


[4. 76/7. ?.—m. R. / 91] 
wr&r it, 


ORDER 

Mew Delhi, the 7th August, 1992 

O-M- 225.—Whereas, the Election Commission is satisfied that each of the contesting candidates 
specified in column (4) of the Table below at the General Election to the House of the People, 1991, 
as specified in column (2) and held from the constituency specified in column (3) against his name has 
failed to lodge any account of his election expenses as shown in column (5)of the said Table, as requimd 
by the Representation of the People Act, 1951 and the Rules made thereunder; 

And whereas, none of the said candidates has furnished any reason or explanation for the said 
failure even after due notice, and the Election Commission is thus satisfied that he has no good reuse n 
or justification for the said failure; 

Mow, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said Act,the Election Commission hereby dec¬ 
lares the persons specified in column (4) of the Table below to be disqualified for being chosen as and 
for being a member of either House of the Parliament or the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council 
of a State/Union Territory for a period of three year from the date of this order. 

TABLE 


S. Particularsofelcction 

No. 

S. No. & Name of the 
Constituency 

Name and address of the 
candidate 

Reason for dis¬ 
qualification 

1 2 

3 

4 

5 

1. General Election to the 
He use of the People, 1991 

8-Jangipur Parliamentary 
Constituency 

Shri Kbairul Basar, 

Vill. Porpara, 

P.O. Sagardighi, 

Distt. Murshidabad, 

West Bengal. 

Failed to lodge any 
account of election 
expenses. 
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1 2 3 4 5 


2 . 


3. 


4. 


5. 


6 . 


7. 


8 . 


9. 


10 . 


11 . 


12 . 


General Election to the 8-Jangipur Parliamentary Sh, Sk. Anit.nullah Hazi, 
House of the People, Constituency Vill & P.O. Bhabta, 


1991. 


Distt. Murshidabad, 

West Bengal. 

—do — 

11 -Krishnagar Parlia¬ 
mentary Constituency 

Shri Srimanta Majumdar, 

P.O. & Vill, Durgapur, 

Distt. Nadia, 

West Bengal. 

■—~d o— 

—do— 

Shri Swapan Adhikary, 
Swami Vibekananda Road, 
(Dakshinpara), 

P.O. Ranaghat, 

Distt, N&dia, 

West Bengal. 

—do—• 

12-Nabadwip (SC) 

Pailiamentary 

Constituency. 

Shri Kiran Mandal 

Vill. Taltala, 

P.O. Kalyani, 

Distt. Nadia, 

West Bengal. 

—do— 

1.7-Diamond Harbour 

Parliamentary 

Constituency 

Shrimati Lailunnesha, 

6-C, Dilkhusha Street. 
Calcutta-17. 

West Bengal. 

—do— 

I8-Jadavpur Parlia¬ 
mentary Constituency. 

Shri Jo bed Ali Losker, 

Village—Faridpur, 

P.O. Mallickpur, 

P.S. Baruipur, 

South 24-Parganas, 

West Bengal. 

—do— 

—do— 

Shri Vinay Kaushik, 

1/IB, Ramkamal Street, 
Kidderpore, Calcutta-23. 

West Bengal. 

—do— 

19-Barrackporc Parlia¬ 
mentary Constituency 

Shri Sibaji Ghosh, 

Ichhapur Maniktala, 
(Lichubagan), 

P.O. Ichhapc re-Nawabgar.j, 
Noapara, North 24-Parganas, 
West Bengal. 

—do— 

19-Barrackpore Parla- 
mentary Constituency 

Shri Sunil Kumar Roy, 

119A, Chatak Road, 
Kancharapara, 

North 24-Parganas, 

West Bengal. 

—do— 

23-Caleutta South 

Parliamentary 

Constituency 

Shri Bandana Biswas, 

45, Chetla Road, 
Calcutta-700027. 

West Bengal. 

—do— 

—do— 

Shri Rajranchhor Chand 
Bhandari, 

33/2, Sarat Bose Road, 
Calcutta-700020, 

West Bengal. 


Failed to ledge ary 
account of election 
expenses. 

—do— 


—do— 


—do— 


—do— 


—do— 


—do— 


—do— 


—do— 


—do — 


—do— 
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1 2 


3 


4 


5 


13. General Election to the 
He use of the People, 
1991 


14. —do— 


1 5. —do— 


16. —do— 


17. —do— 


26-Scrampore Parlia¬ 
mentary Constituency 


33-Jhargram (ST) 
Pa rliamentary 
Constituency 


38-Asansol Parlia¬ 
mentary Constituency 


41-Bolpjii Parlia men- 
tary Constituency 


—do— 


Shri Indrajit Seal, 

140, Vivekananda Road, 
P.O. Sheoraphuli, 

Distt. Heoghly, 

West Bengal. 

Shri Joyram Mandi, 

Vill. Raghunathpur, 

P.O. Jhargratn, 

Distt. Midnapore, 

West Bengal 

Shri Bikash Chandra Ghosh 
Rambandh, P.O. Burnpur, 
Distt. Burdwan, 

West Bengal. 

Shri Aloke Mukherjee 
Vill. Kalikapur, 

P.O. Bolpur, 

Distt. Birbhum, 

West Bengal 

Shrimati Shyamali Ghosh, 
Vill. Bansloi, 

P.O. Balia Paisa, 

Distt. Birbhum, 

West Bengal. 


Failed to lodge any 
account of election 
expenses. 


—do — 


o— 


—do— 


—do— 




[No. 76/WB-HP/91J 
By Order, 

BALWANT SINGH, Secy. 


Xf ffppft, 7 1992 

itTT. w. 226 .—XtarWd wfpr rrnrnR ft »ptt ^ {% tft% *plr BTp»ft % ( 2 ) if wr ErEtfog 

jpTtrT f'TtTFRPTT % HUHTT EpfhPT, 1991 % Erp aft ( 3 ) R EtElEpg EprErr tTH *tTrTT tpq-qr tfwpff, pffor 

StfaEPTR, 1951 tP4T FTSfEt =OTPT rpr EppTt JTTT W^fSTeT 7W TtTTJft % ( 5 ) Jr JT4T !?ftpT '*pt% 

EptEpt * 4 ^ inr »Ft$ *ft X , aT stEtt 4 rht Jr srtrw Tfr £ ; 

sfh, ■J'Fd trwifiqifl J' fed TT sft ,j«rc1 % fJpt <0'K u i XPm ppsihPTW 

ft*rr t, afh Eprhnr wrtPt 4rr 4f ft mn £ Ep ^t% qnr tot wtowt % Epr jptf mtfar 

ntuftf^PT ^ t ; 

tpr, EnthH trpfEt ^ stfstEppr 4 ?t trra 10-4: % *^004 Jf ;ft% qft Hr?yft % h*>t (4) Jr EtErfog 
sqf^rpfi Td tTSP? % Eptft *ft TPPT % 4T Eptft TT54/BR TTHf 4?t EpJFT HTT W4T fWPT qfw; % 

5fT4 3th fEt % fJpT wl^ni 4?t nlst'a ft rfEt W is-i 1 [tT % fHP Ei 'Tf» <i rftfpTT *fi on I I 

tmyft 


sp. tf. fayi-m ’pt ft404 Epi'mh first ep_ tf. afh: EttEtt rrs% shr ttwpff 4 tT 

4Pt TOT 3th TfTT 


EroErr vt +p"r 


1 2 3 

J q^tpsnr 43 th fa'JFTTPTT l-ipp^fthh (st. ^. ) 

% fwp trram h^rf^T, fatugHtT Epth^ sh 
\ 991 


-3pft- 1 I -’TT'Tfpfr (tr IT TT. ) 

EtfJPt *T67 hrahrp- (fH 


4 

’it -<rhr nr4 ~m ^r^Etu i, 
ut nr. m. sfhsrht, 

*tMI — JM^fPtg, hpTT — 4H, 
f4fK, 6f>7HT I 

3ft Epd 3thR, 

Ut. iTT3Hht it, f., 

Tt. W. "frrrmPft, 

Eht - tf^PT ^TP7 


5 

Etarf^t wpff 4P ipftf 
'4V %^t ttEh «rhtJr 
ttprorr 1 

-47ft~ 
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1 2 3 4 5 


3- 'Tf^ fnsjrn*PTT faf-TFETOr 

% fspr insrm ffT^r^T, fnqrnn mr 

1991 

4. -*$■- 14~nnrf4$TJ (?T.mm. ) 

fnnm sfa 


5. -qf4- 13-WT[fI (iT. 5|T. ) 

faTJRTmr fnqfonT 

6. -mff- 18 -nTTT (tt, «r. m.) 

frrJffrmT Fetter w>t 


7. -n?4- 2 fWRRflT 

fnnWn ws 


8- -n44- -Tfft- 


9. -T^t- 2 1 — trspnr (sr.m.) 

fWRHTT FHqp'H 

1 o. —^44— —^nt— 


11. -n44- 10 2-%H7T44 (TT.^TT.) 

f^trnr Tmr 


12. —sr^t— 1 o 3-TIWE rRJTRTR 

rnwT-^H ct* 


13- —-n#4- 


>41 sr^Vq nw 

fnq'HH r4t nr 44f 

nFr-nfsm qpHqw 

44 %rgq SIpsM 1 qrfa 4 

44. 5TT, 

fjPTT - ji -th li-ifr, qtV’nn mTET 

mTTR 1 

>44 TTFT f*m, 

frFru ^4. t. 

44. m. =nrqTsr, 

fmTT — qfFnn 4nTTT 

-n£4- 

>44 ^ER TIT, 

JTT JRTTTTfT, 44. SETT . ->H'Rl HpR 
fsrm — 'jRqT^^V, qPc^H «pnrr 

-n44- 

>44 tjtrt 3fkra, 
nt. nrrfen, 

44. HT. nTTT£444, 

fam — Ji'-mrlq/ot, lf>H4 40W 

-qf4- 

>f4 srfmr jttr tut, 
nt TTOTO, 

44. ttt. nfnmfar^, 
f^TRT — mTTTfnft, 
qfsRnr srnm i 

-*t- 

>44 sm TUT, 

-mft- 

nnfrm qrn, 44. tu. aftn fam¬ 
'd ^4 t 4'[44, qfirqTT nmnr 


>44 g44-'54T«T TW, 

nt tjstft qmrft, 44. m. Tnjfnsr 

fsRT — j1'1mT{' | i44, qfrqJT SRlTT 

-n^4- 

>44 Tpf4r ^FsT TTWTT, 
nt — qmTTjqnj, 44. m . — 

♦ifa*TT — '5TM l fl'Jpl^4 
qfann nnm i 

-n44- 

>44 nfafn fam 4*m 
nt. nfaw n^nfanr, 

44. m. ttr t^r^nfanr, 

fam-nfSTO 24-TTW, 
qf'^’i-H 4nm i 

-n44- 

>44 nmn mf4 44 ttt, 
nr. irnwr, 44. m. nrmnm, 
nfenn 2 4 - qrnm, 
nfam nnm i 

-^4- 

>44 nnfr fanran, 
nr dm in i < i fH-Ji, 

44. ttt. 5m, nrnr-44 wtt, 
nfwn 2 4-qwiT, 
nfam 4nm i 

-n?4- 
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1 2 


3 


4 


s 


14. Tfs^PT JTTTfT pTJPTTOTT 
% f^FT ^Tfjp-q- 

1991 


1 8 0-4 THTTF; f^JTTOTT 
fTOTTO iht 


%fr qta, 

ajm, tot TO7, 
qTTT JT«TJT fnWTP', 
Tf^TOT srUFT I 


fratfapT scRff <PT =Flt 

vft tht Jr 

iXWfFi I 


i s. -^rt- 


i«. -?ir- 


-TOT- «fl m 

28-^Erft 'TRlJpT, ipwrlr, 
'Tf^ror sptr 1 


i8G-f^rr^rT? fwmm*TT 

PtoItot firo 


>4l StfPTtftT 4*0 dMTWmr, 
toto PPr, qt. vn. aflT frrTTT 
gnsfi, qfff^TOT I 


-qgt- 


[#. 76/T. i. fa. n.j 9l] 

Jr, 

srw^r fa$, qfa* 


ORDER 

New Delhi, the 7th August, 1992 

O.N. 226 :—Whereas, the Election Commission is satisfied that each of the contesting candidates 
specified in column (4) of the Table below at the General Election to West Bengal Legislative Assembly, 
1991, as specified in column (2) and held from the constituency specified in column (3) against his name has 
failed to lodge any account of his election expenses as shown in column (5) of the said Table, as required 
by the Representation of the People Act, 1951 and the Rules made thereunder; 

And whereas, none of the said candidates has furnished any reason or explanation for the said 
failure even after due notice, and the Election Commission is thus satisfied that he has no good reason 
or justification for the said failure; 

Mow, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said the Election Commission hereby 

declares the persons specified in column (4) of the Table below to be disqualified for being chosenasand 
for being a member of either House of the Parliamjnt or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council 
of a Stcte/Union Territory for a period of three years from the date of this order. 


table 


S. Particularsof election S. No. & Name of the Name and address of the Reason for disquali- 

No. Constituency candidate fication 


I. Generalclection to 
West Bengal L.gisla- 
tive Assembly, 1991 


1-Mekliganj (SC) 
Assembly Cunstituencv 


Shri Bhupendra Nath 
Roy Basunia, 

Vill& P^O. Bhoteberi, 
P.S. Mckliganj, 

Distt. Cooch Behar, 
West Bengal. 


Failed to lodge any 
account of election 
expenses. 


2186 GI/92—3. 
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1 

3 

4 

5 

2 General Election to 
West Bengal Legisla¬ 
tive Assembly, 1991 

11-K.alchini (ST) 
Assembly Constituency 

Shri Kinoo Orao, 

Vill. Latobari T.E., 

P.O. Kulchini, 

Distt. Jalpaiguri, 

West Bengal. 

Failed to lodge any 
account of election 

expenses 

3. —dci— 

12-Alipurdi/ar 

Assembly Constituency 

ShiiPrudip Das, 

Vill. South Panialguri. 

P.O. Majherdabri, 

Ditt. Jalpaiguri, 

West Bengal. 

—do— 

4. --do-. 

14-Madarihat (ST) 
Assemb'y Constituency 

Shri Kumar Lai Minj 

Dimdima T.E., 

P.O. Birpara, 

Distt. Jalpaiguri, 

West Bengal. 

—do— 

5. —do— 

17-Maynaguri (SC) 
Assembly Constituency 

Shri C lakradhar Ray, 

Vill. Gartali, 

P.O. Jalpcshmandir, 

Distt. Jalpa'guri, 

West Bengal. 

- -do -. 

6 . — do — 

18-Mal (ST) 

Assembly Constituency 

Shri Subrata G.aon, 

Vill. Purba Damdim, 

P.O. Baradighi, 

Distt. Jalpaiguri, 

West Bengal. 

—do— 

1 

o 

"O 

i 

t-' 

20-Jalpaiguri 

Assembly Constituency 

Shi i Anil Kumar Roy, 

Vill. Barakaniat. 

P.O. Manikganjhat, 

Distt. Jalpaiguri, 

West Bengal, 

—do— • 

8. —do- 

— do — 

Shri Anril Roy 

College Para, 

P.O. & Distt. Jalpaiguri, 

We.t Bengal. 

—do- 

SO 

1 

P* 

o 

i 

21-Rajganj (SC) 
Assembly Constituency 

Shri Birendra Nath Roy, 

Vill. Subhaspally, 

P.O. Rajganj, 

Distt. Jalpaiguri, 

West Bengal. 

—do— 

10. —do— 

—do - 

Shri Sudhir Chandra Sarkar, 
Vill. Pagiialupara, 

P.O. Sahudangihat, 

Distt. Jalpaiguri, 

West Bengal. 

--'Jo— 
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11. General election to 

102-K.ultali (SC) 

Shri Nalinj Fnnjan McndaJ, 

Failed tr Ir d? e auy 

West Bengal Legislaliv 

e Ass mbly Constituency 

Vill. Dakshin Beledurganagar 

account of election 

Assembly, 1991 


P O. Uttar Bcledurganr,gar 

Distt South 24-Parr anas. 

Wist Bcmv’p.1. 

expense s. 

12. —do- 

1 ()3-Joyn' , .gar 

Assembly Constituency 

Shri Gi'l -.m Nabi MoJJa, 

Vill Ban; la, 

P.O. Taliala, 

South 24-Parr anas, 

West Bengal 

— to - 

13. —do- 

—do— 

Shri G ’.zi Lia.kat, 

Vill. Uttar para Niz, 

P.O. Mo yd a., P.s. Joytmgar, 
South 24-Pnrganas, 

West Bengal. 


14. — Jo — 

1 80-Seramp jre 

Assembly Constituency 

Shri Avijit Ghosh 

6/B, Chatra Ghosh. 

Para 1st Lane, 

Seramporc, West Bengal. 

—do— 

15. — lo— 

— lo — 

Shri Mannjotha Nath Manna, 
28, Chcwdhury Para Lane, 
S;rampore West Bengal. 

—do— 

16. —do— 

186-Cliinsurah 

Assembly Constituency 

Shri Byomkes Bandyopadhyay, 
Balagur h Bead, 

P.O. and Distt. Hcegnly, 

West Bengal. 

—tit — 


[No. 76/WB.LA./9I] 
By Order, 

DALWANT SING11, Secy. 


df 10 Wrt, 1992 


m. 3T. 227:—Tft^r sfhfafaFy Srfafm, 1950 ( 1950 4>T 43) dft aiXT 13 'FT Tt t3TORT (l).afk ( 2 ) 

% awAir ir ark rkqr 5o s(m . a - ./?a dikM 11 1979 tt stftupm qrkr go;, fdkm ^'nr 

TtTif ruTTr $ trcnr»f % 3dTT: 


( 1) 1 if fafdftre ITTET 5T*T?T TT3JT % ST^T fair % f^ir 2 it *rm farfd - - 

fra rrftmfr m xrftmfkfi Tt m fa% ^ fro; srFtrrkt T m ir 'onfafp- TmT |, ark 

(2) Hinfr % mm 3 it fasrHpr m tt fafafecs Trm | fcrd% n urn nftmfr, ?rfsMxm 

dtf trtfpT *FklT I 


iTRoft 


far?r «fV %*\ nw ark dm 

farm PmM’-t Tl 

trfuqnfVdT m 


1 

2 

3 


1. ’sftTTfrm 

'ti'ldi'', farm 

khFPpm farm 


2. fafdTTdrrm 

twt, ftrfqrcrmm hrar 

r^f^ry h*i tM fjRii 


3 . f^?TPi n dan 

f?rt7imrn-tan farm 

fatmmdrr farm 


4. 

•6'4‘td i, p dt4l d fjpTf 

^ rf ld H U fqpTT 


5 . qfkpr nPrrkV 

ifmtT nrsFkt fdrm 

'iftFTtT nm*rf) farm 
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I 

2 

3 

6 . 

1 firm 

f s'ffi ffeTOT 

7- TS* 

’nci'tec, fen 

ferr 

8- JPfrmrt 

"KWT, smfPT fen 

ffTTtm fen 

9. ■) fefT 

C, HfefT fern 

fern ferr 

10 . fegr 

4tciJfdc, fei 1 

fe^r ferr 

1 1- nsmh. 

TtPtST, fen 

sm? ferr 

12 . vmvnr 

4TW43T, TOntPfT fen 

SPTOutc fen 

13- 

9; 01/-1 ffe 1 

f nm ferr 

14. J-tljWsr TTT 

MW?, jwgsr nn; fjrrrr 

tffisrsr mr ferr 

15 . ferfejft 

fib17-fit firisi 1 

ferfesf fer 

16. *fiTOS 

fen 

fear ferr 

17 . femnns 

fennSTTS fen 

ferrming fen 

18. WTfaTWa 

fett 

XtlffcH N 14 [ji n 

19. THT 

TOW, wbr 5PK fen 

4>fil4 rpHT fen 

20. STTfeT 

+cNd K, 4 1 vrf cl (fen 

4 1 fen 

21 . 

to, fen 

^i^rrPT fen 

22. nfefiST 

tokt, Tpnrtn fen 

nnfrsT ferr 

23 . ^nunr 

1 . W42T, fefiT^Tcf fen 

fenr fen t^ngr? ^ 



fe ferorr 


2- WPTOcT, tpT tr^ fe'MTC 



[p. sos/srt. sr./92] 

WKT ff, 

bn, i\. smr, *rfer 

New Delhi, the 10th August, 1992 


ON, 227;-la puna'ince of sub-sections (1) and (21 of section IMA of the Representation 
of the People Act, 1950 (43 of 1950), and in supersession of its Notification No, 508/AP/78 dated jlth 
Juno 79, the Election 1 Commission in consultation with the State Government hereby : 

(1) designates for each district in the State cf Andhra Pradesh specified in column I of Table 
below the officer or officers specified against it in column thereof as the District Election Officer 
for the District, and 

(2) specifies the area in respect of which each such officer shall exercise juris i tior, in column 3 
of the Table. 


TABLE 


SI- No. & Name of District Designation of DistrictElection Officer Area of jur sdiction 


1. Srikakulam 

2. Vizianagaram 

3. Visakhapatnam 

4. East Godavari 

5. West Godavari 

6. Krishna 

7. Guntur 

8. Prakasam 

9. Nellore 


Collector, Srikakulam DLtt. 
Collector, Vizianagaram Distt, 
Collector, Visakhapatnam Distt. 
Collector, East Godavari Distt. 
Collector, West Godavari Distt. 
Collector, Krisana Distt. 
Collector, Guntur District 
Collector, Prakasam Distt. 
Collector, Nellore Distt. 


Srikakulam Distt. 

Viz anapamm Di.dt. 
Visakhapatnam Distt. 
East Gc davari, Di$ti* 
West Grdavari, Distt. 
Krishna Distt. 

Guntur Distt. 

Pra.ki sum Distt. 
Nellcre, Distt. 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

10, 

Chittocr 

Collector, Chittcc-r Distt, 

Chittcr r Distt. 

II. 

Cuddapah 

Collector, Cuddapah Disit. 

Cuddapah Disit 

12. 

Anantapur 

Collector, Anantapur Distt. 

Anantapur Distt. 

13. 

Kurnool 

Collector, Kurnool Distt. 

Kurnool Distt. 

14. 

Mahtibubnng >.r 

Collector, Mahabubnagar Distt. 

Mahabubnagar Distt. 

15. 

Rangared.dy 

Collector, Rangareddy Distt. 

Rangareddy Distt. 

16. 

Medak 

Collector, Medak Distt. 

Medak Distt. 

17. 

N izamabad 

Collector, Niza abad Distt. 

Nizamr.bad Distt, 

18. 

Adilabud 

Collector. Adilabad Distt. 

Adilabud Dint. 

19. 

Karimnngur 

Collector, Karimnagar Dist_. 

Karimnagar Distt. 

20. 

Wurangal 

C dlector, Warangal Distt. 

Warancal Distt. 

21. 

Khaniniani 

C Hector, K hum mam Distt. 

Khanmiam Dili. 

ri 

Nalgonda 

Collector, Nalgen a Distt. 

Nalgcnda Distt. 

23. 

Hyderabad 

1. Collector, Hydcraba Distl- 

2. Commissioner. M.C.H., Hyderabad 

Hyderabad Distt. except J-Jyi 
bad city. 

11ydeiabac' Ciiy. 


[No. 508/AP/92"] 


By Order, 


S.D. PLKslIAJ), Secy. 


b£ fcwfr, 13 hb?b, 1992 

, m. 228 5fw BfafaBB, 

(1951 *T 43 ) Eim 22 Tn-srm-(9) sm 
RSRB trfapff TtRBtB e *R, faBTBB btbRt b^ 

frpfFr ^<tt& fa gwfat mrfa is- 10 - 1989 
*JBBT B. 43 4/fa?rc/89(2) B f*T*?TpTp?fT 
fan BTOB, BBKT:— 

BBT BfilBBBT B BH1B BRUIT % 2 B-— 

( 1) BB 1 % BIBB fatTBET Rfaffa 14 BIT 1 5 
% wflB Ml " 1 4 , Bfr r 'SrTH BfBMpTB 

Bfa?t?, ebb Bn’’ bM'B, 

(2) BB 7 BBrBo fallHiB Stfaffa 13 Bfa 15 
%BBB mT “13 faHT BlBBr Bftmfr, ^iTT*' 

(3) BB 45 % BTB^fBBBTB Sftfe 16 fl’fa 17 
% FBTB TT “ 1 6, oH-BWilB Bfatf J % BB?T 

fa % Bfaff?, b'TTJBT” Tfaffa 

( 4 ) BB 46 % BTBB fa3BTB Stfafe 11,12 VH 
13 B*BlB TT 'll, fBBBB 5pnTBB, bV.BR. 
ft.n,., fBffafa, 12 BB-HWitB Bfa'fa % 

"5RH fa % farfaBBST, frffafa, 1 4 , Brfa 
srftmrt, sfaffarr, 


fat BTBiff I 


[B. 434/fafnv/y2(2)] 

Blfa B, 

BHBBrffa, BfBB 


New Delhi, the 13th August, 1992 

O.N. 228.—In exercise of ihe powers confercd by sub¬ 
section (1) of Section 22 of the Representation of the 
People Act, 1951 (43 of 1951) the Election Commission 
hereby directs that the following further amendments shall 
be made in its notification No, 434/ER'S9(2), dated 
18-10-1989, namely — 

In column 2 of the table appended to the said 
notification:— 

(0 for the existing entries 14 &, 15 against item 6, 
the entry “14 Senior most Executive Magistrate, 
Chapru, Sadur”; 

(ii) for the existing entries 13 & 14 against item 7, the 

entry "13 District Planning Officer, Chupra”; 

(iii) for the existing entries 16 & 17 against items 45 

the entry “16 Magistrate next in rank to the 

Sub-Divisional Magistrate, Kodcrma”; 

(iv) for the existing entries II, 12 & 13 against item 46 

the entries "11 Director Administration, D.R.D.A., 
Giridih, 12 Deputy Collector next in mnk to the 
Sub-Divisidnal Magistrate, Giridih, 14 Third 
Officer, Giridih”. 

shall be substituted. 


[No. 434/BR/92(2)l 
By order, 

BALWANT SINGH, Secy. 


urfa-TB 

Bf 12 BBBT, 1992 

BT.BT. 22 9 FTTTfa 7 Bf, 1992 % BTBtB 

% BTfa B. 76 /tIB. fa.*f./92(6) % f^t BBFB 7 , 
B BBB. 521 B 522 %Bpfa BFH 3B“9—fBBIB- 
B?" *faBTB qT " 1 6 2-BTfaf” % B 9<Jr BBT I 

[B. 76/TTB , —fir. B. /91] 

r;.%. xlfBfBTT, bTbb 
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New Delhi, the 20th August, 1992 
ERRATA 

O.N. 229.—In Commission’s Order No. 76/RJ-LA/9K6), 
dated 7th May, 1992 (in Hindi version), the entry 
in column 3 against SI. Nos. 521 and 522 may be read as 
“162-Kharchi” instead of 4-Hanumangarh’, 

[No. 76/RJ-LA/91] 
By order, 

A. K. SRIVASTAVA, Secy. 
26 STfiTfr, 1902 

srr.sr. 230 .—hit srfafTf^ srftjfaim, 1951 
(1951 Tr 13 ) TT WTTi 10 G sfi SEWT’JT H, 

REUfi 1991 TT sDlf R. 9 W 

tRiTET!, % TITUT 4 , 3ETr£, 1992 % srr^m 

rr^aRrqTrr swfw upcrr n 1 

[?r. 82 /h. 5r.~n'r.*i./4/9i/92] 
r, 
fir?, 

New Delhi, the 26th August, 1992 

O.N. 230,--In pursuance of section 106 of the Represen¬ 
tation of the People Act, 1951 (43 of 1951) the Election 
Commission hereby publishes the order of the High Court of 
Madhya Pradesh, Jabalpur dated 9th July, 1992 in Election 
Petition No. 4 of 1991. 

[No. 82/MiP-HP/4/91/92] 
By order, 

BALWANT SINGH, Secy. 

ELECTION PETITION NO. 4 OF 1991 
Narayan Das Inqlabi Gandhi 
v. 

Ku, Pushpa Devi Singh & 12 ohers 
ORDER 

This Order will dispose of Interlocutory Application No. 65 
of 1991, dated 20-10-1991, filed by the Returned Candidate 
respondent No. 1 Ku. Pushpa Devi Singh purporting to one 
under Order 6 Rule 16 and Order 7 Rule 11 of the Code of 
Civil Procedure with a prayed to, strike down the entire 
readings as continued in the Election Petition challenging 
the election of respondent No. 1 as Member of Parliament 
from the Parliamentary Constituency No. 13 Raigurh, which 
is a reserved scat for the Schedule Tribe candidate, on the 
ground that the plendin-s contained in the Election petition 
arc utterly vague and locking in material particulars not 
disclosing complete cause of action. 

2. The General Election for Constitution of parliament 
of the Indian Republic took place in the month of May, 1991, 
according to the programme declared by the Election Com¬ 
mission of India, which is as follows :— 

(1) Filing of Nomination Paper : Upto 26-4-1991. 

(2) Scrutiny of Nomination Paper : 26-4-1991. 

(3) Withdrawal of Nombiation Paper 22th to 29th 
April, 1991. 

(4) Date of Polling : 20-3-1991. 

(5) Declaration of Result : Originally fixed for 
26-5-1991 hut held on 16-6-1991. 

3. During the aforesaid General Election Raigarh Parlia¬ 
mentary Constituency No. 13 which is reserved for a Schedule 
Tr'be Candidate also went to Pool on 20-5-191. The res¬ 
pondent No, 1 to 13 contested the election from Raigarh 
Parliamentary Constituency. The returned candidate/rcsnon- 
dent No. 1 Ku. Pushpa Devi Singh was an official candidate 


of Indian National Congress while the respondent No. 2- 
Nand Kumar Sal was the official candidate of Bhartiya Janta 
Party.. Other respondents contested on the ticket of some 
other parties while some of them were Independent Candi¬ 
dates, The main contest was between the respondent No. 1 
Ku, [Pushpa Devi Singh, Congress Candidate, and the res¬ 
pondent No. 2 Nand Kumar Sai, the Bhartiya lanta Party 
Candidate, On the date of polling. Out of total electorate 
8,39,641 of Raigarh Constituency, 3„74,131 voters exercise 
their franchise. The congress candidate respondent No. I 
secured 1,94,080 votes and the second largest number of votes 
Were secured by the respodent No. 2, the Bhartiya Janta 
Party candidate who had pilled 1,38 266 votes. The Congress 
candidate respondent No. 1 Pushpa Devi Singh had, thus, 
won the election by margin of more than 55,000 votes. The 
petitioner, who is an elector of Raigarh (Parliamnetary Con¬ 
stituency, has challenged the election of the returned candi¬ 
date/respondent No. 1 in this petition filed under Sections 
80, 81, 82, 83 and 84 of the Representation of People Act, 
1951 (hereinafter referred to as the ‘ACT’, on various 
grounds. 

4. Besides the returned candidate/respondent No. 1, the 
respondent No. 13-C, John has also filed the written state¬ 
ment supporting the petitioner. All other respon¬ 
dents have (either filed the written statement 
nor 1 ave tome foiwatd to oppose this petition. The 
respondent No, 13 after filing the written statement, made 
appearance through counsel on some of the dates but none 
appeared for him also on 2-7-1992 when arguments on I.A, 
No. 63/91 were heard. 

5. The respondent No. 1 has pleaded in her written state¬ 
ment that the election petition suffers from concise statement 
of material facts and does not disclose any cause of action 
while challenging the election of the returned candidate and 
has, therefore, on that count, sought dismissal of the peti¬ 
tion. Tn addition to this, the returned candidate/respondent 
No. 1 has further made a separate application (I.A. No. 63/ 
91) which is under consideration high-lighting the points to 
show' that the election petition does not disclose any cause of 
action and, therefore, it should be struck down at the 
threshold under Order 6 Rule 16 and Order 7 Rule 11 of 
the Code of Civil Procedure, 

6. Section 83 of the Act contains a mandatory provision 
contemplating that an election petition :— 

(a) shall contain a concise statement of the material 
facts on which the petitioner relies; AND, 

(b) shall set forth full particulars of any corrupt prac¬ 
tice that the petitioner alleges. 

Section 1 ’ of that Act lays down the procedure for trial of 
the election petition before the High Court. Tt contemplates 
that subject to the provisions of this Act and of any rules 
made thereunder, every election petiion shall be tried by 
the High Court, as nearly as may be, in accor¬ 
dance with Ihe procedure applicable under the 

Code of Civil Procedure”. Tn this connection, 

it may be pointed out that Order 7 Rule llfa) of the 
Code empowers the Court to reject the plaint where it does 
not disclose a cause of action, From the provisions discussed 
above it is distinctly clear that the Election Petition may be 
dismissed at the threshold if it does not disclose a cause of 
action and the cause of action is nothing but the bundle of 
material facts. Tn Azhar Hussain v, Rajiv Gandhi (AIR 1986 
SC 1253), t has been held lhat “an election petition can be 
and must be dismissed under the provisions of Civil Proce¬ 
dure Code, if the mandatory requirements enjoined by Sec¬ 
tion 83 to incorporate the material facts and particulars 
relating to alleged corrupt practice in the election petition 
are not complied with and that an election petition can be 
summarily dismissed if it does not furnish cause of action 
in exercise of the powers under fhc Code of Civil Procedure. 

It has been further held that a single material fact would 
lead to an incomplete cause of action and that an election 
petition without the material facts relating to corrupt prac¬ 
tice is not an election petition at all. Tn the light of the law 
discussed above and Ihe decision referred to above, T shall 
now proceed lo examine the allegations made in the petition 
d the grounds on which the election of the returned can- 
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nutate nas ocen cnaucngcu in uruer to see whether it dis¬ 
close* any cause of action for investigation and trial. 

7. The contents of paragraphs 1 to 7 of the Election Peti¬ 
tion are only ioimal in nature. In paragraph (8) of the peti¬ 
tion, the petitioner has alleged that the returning Ollicer had 
issued public notice dated 19-4-1991 (Annexure P|3) specify¬ 
ing the Court of Collector as the place for delivery of nomi¬ 
nation papers and in paragraph (9) of the petition, it has 
been alleged that the Returning Officer did not receive the 
nomination paper In the Court of Collector but in the Office 
of the Collector which fact was discovered only when the 
respondent No. 13-C. John submitted his nomination paper 
and insisted that it should be received at the place specified 
in the public notice (Annexure P|3j, that is the Court of 
Collector. It has been therefore, alleged that due to the 
acceptance of nomination papers at a place different from 
one specified in the public notice (Annexure P|3), some per¬ 
sons, who v\ere willing to file nomination and contest the 
election, misted and could not file the nomination papers re¬ 
sulting in denial of their fundamental right to contest the 
election. It has also been alleged that on account of this 
gross irregularity committed by the Returning Officer, the 
whole election process has been materially affected. It is true 
that Section 31 of the Act enjoins a duty of the Returning 
Officer to give public notice inviting nomination papers of 
candidates specifying the place at which the nomination 
papers are to be delivered. It is equally true that the Return¬ 
ing Officer has specified the Court of Collector as the place 
for delivery of nomination papers. In the words of public 
notice (Annexure PI3) issued by the Returning Officer the 
place for delivery of nomination papers had been specified as 
follows : 

% ^TlfTCftr *F2T'' 


It is an admitted fact that all other nomination papers 
except that of respondent No. 13 were received by the Re¬ 
luming Officer in his Office Room and not in the Court 
Room. The question, therefore, arises as to what i 8 the mate¬ 
rial effect in receiving the nomination papers in the Office 
Room instead of Court Room and in what manner, the elec¬ 
tion process or the result of the election has materially affect¬ 
ed. The object add purpose of Section 31 of the Act in speci¬ 
fying the place for delivery of nomination papers is to give 
a definite idea to the persons intercstd in contesing the elec¬ 
tion as to the exact place where they have to tender their 
nomination papers so that there may not be any confusion 
in their mind about the place. 

8. In the present case, according to the petitioner himself, 
all the candidates had filed their nomination papers before 
the Returning Officer in his Office room and the respondent 
No. 13 had approached the Returning Officer with his nomi¬ 
nation paper in his Office 100 m but insisted that he should 
shift to the Court room in order to receive his nomination 
paper. These facts themselves elequcntly speak that the 
contestant has no confusion about the delivery of nomina¬ 
tion papers. Though the petitioner in paragraph 9 of his peti- 
lion alleged that some persons, who were willing to file nomi¬ 
nation papers and contest the election, were misled and could 
not file their nomination papers, but has not mentioned tbe 
name of a single person who was desirous of fifing and con¬ 
testing the election but could not do so for change of the 
place for delivery of the nomination papers. This apart, the 
Office of the Collector and the Court room of the Collector 
both arc adjacently situated in the Collectorate there being 
only one dividing wall between the two. In a sense the Office 
of the Collector is the iniegral part of his Court room and 
that being so it is difficult to assume that any one could 
have been misled as the place for delivery of nomination 
papers. In these circumstances, it is difficult to accept tfint 
there was any material affect in the election process or the 
result of the election, due to the fact that the Returning 
Officer received the noniinalion papers in his Office room_in¬ 
stead of Court room, A Division Bench of this Court also 
had an occasion to deal with similar entestion n tbe case of 
Hariram Singh v. Kapha Prasad (AIR 1966 MP 255) in which 
it has been observed that the nomination papers can be 
validly received by the Returning Officer at every place 
withm *he Collectorate and not necessarily in the Court room 
of the Collector. 


9. The second ground taken by the petitioner is contained 
in paragraph 10 of the election petition wherein it had been 
alleged that the nomination paperss of one Prem Singh 
Rathia was wrongly rejected by the Returning Officer on the 
ground that he had subscribed the oath before filing the nomi¬ 
nation papers. Jt has been alleged that the Returning Officer 
had wrongly noted the lime of submission of the nomination 
paper and ihe overwriting on the oath form makes it clear 
that the time was wrongly written over it by the Returning 
Officer. First of all, it may be pointed out that the petitioner 
has neither filed nomination papers of Prem Singh Rathia 
nor their copies. The respondent No. 1 has, however, filed 
true copy of the nomination papers of Prem Singh Rathia as 
Annexure R-l-2 and his oath form which is Annexure R-l-3. 
A perusal of Ihe oath form (Annexure R-l-3) will go to show 
that there is absolutely no overwriting as regards the lime 
mentioned in it about the taking of oath. The allegation 
about the over writing by the Returning Officer is absolutely 
baseless and without any foundation, 

10. A perusal of Annexure[1-2 the nomination paper of 
Prem Singh Rathia will go to show that it was submitted to 
tiie Reurning Officer in 12.45 while the oath form (Annexure 
Ri 1-3) seems to have been submitted by Prem Singh Rathia 
same day earlier in which the time for taking the oath is 
mentioned at 11.50. Prem Singh, thus, took the oath that 
“he will bear true faith and allegiance to the constitution of 
India as by law established and that he will uphold the 
sovereignty and integrity of India”. There is no dispute that 
such an oath has to be taken or administered after the nomi¬ 
nation paper is filed by a candidate. But, in the present case, 
as seen above, the candidate Prem Singh Rathia had taken 
Ihe oath much before he died his nomination paper. Conse¬ 
quently, the Returning Officer was fully justified in rejecting 
his nomination paper. See in Pashupati Nath v. HariW 
Prasad Singh (AIR 1968 SC 1064), 

II- The next ground 10 challenge the election of the re¬ 
turned candidate is contained in paragraph 11 of the Elec¬ 
tion Petition wherein the petitioner has alleged that the 
nomination papers of Shri Ishaq Siddiqui respondent No 4 
Alvis KujurJrespondent No. 5, Snip kanti Devi Sidarth|res- 
pondent No. 6, Ku. Sandhya Devi [respondent No. 8, Asha 
Ram Gond|respondent No. 9 and Bhinison Uraonircspondent 
No. 11 were wrongly accepted because all of them had taken 
oath also before filing of their nomination forms, Jt has been 
pleaded that the time ot presentation of nomination papers 
and making of oath is the same which is not possible, which 
fact was admitted by the Returning Officer at the time of 
scrutiny. Here, it muy again be pointed out that the peti¬ 
tioner has neither filed the nomination papers nor the oath 
forms of any of these candidates to show the timings of fil¬ 
ing of the nomination papers and the time of taking the oath 
by them. However, the petitioner has filed Ihe order of the 
Returning Officer dated 27-4-1991 (Annexure P|5) rejecting 
the objection taken by C. Johnj respondent No, 13 about the 
acceptance of nomination papers of these candidates. In this 
connection a reference to paragraph 8 of the order of the 
Returnmg Officer may be made in which he has stated that 
these candidates bad mentioned the same time for taking 
the oath as the time mentioned in their nomination papers 
from which it cannot be assumed that these candidates had 
taken the oath before filing of their nomination papers. The 
Returning Officer has clearly mentioned that, in fact, these 
candidates had taken the oath immediately on submission of 
theu nomination papers, Thus, filing of the nomination paper 
was followed by taking of oath which could not have taken 
more than a minute, In my view there could be no two 
opinions about it. The filing of nomination was immedialely 
followed by taking of oath and there was, thus, no illegality 
: n accepting the nomination papers of these candidates. This 
ground ulso does not d'sclose any triable cause of action. 

12. This brings me to the allegations contained in para¬ 
graph 12 of the Election Petition regarding the publication 
, n.i distribution of rei tain rmmnhlets which ore Ailed by the 
netiiioner alone with his pet tion as Annextires P|6 and P|7. 
It has been alleged that these pamphlets and cards were 
printed by one Shri Krishnn Kumar Gupta, a sitting M.L.A., 
w : ih the knowledge and consent of the returned candidalel 
respondent No. ] Ku. Pushpa Devi Singh and the same were 
distributed amongst the voters during the time of electione¬ 
ering and campaigning. Tt has been alleged that these pamp¬ 
hlets and cards do not contain the print line as required by 
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Section 127(a) of lhi. Acl nor Sim Kristian Kumar Gupta 
or the respondent No. 1 Ku. Pushpa Devi Singh sent any 
declaration within 10 days of the printing of these pamphlets 
and curds to the Oistiict Magistrate as required by Jaw. It 
is further alleged that Ku. Pushpa Devi Singh did not in- 
elude the expenses incurred in printing these pamphlets and 
cards in the account of election expenses submitted by her 
to the Returning Olhcer which is a corrupt practice within 
the meaning of Sub-Section (6) of Section 123 read with Sec¬ 
tion 77 of the Act. It has, therefore, been contended that 
the election of returned candidate!respondent No. J is liable 
to be declared void. A perusal of Annexures P|6 and Pi7 
will go to show that they neither contained any press line 
nor the name of the returned candidatelrespondent No. 1 
but they simply contained the name of Shri Krishna Kumar 
Gupta. No facts and circumstances have been pleaded to infer 
or attribute knowledge oil the part of the respondent No. 1 
regarding their printing or distribution or any connection or 
concern with the respondent No. 1. A vague allegation has 
been made that these pamphlets were printed and distributed 
with the knowledge and consent of the returned candidate 
Ku. Pushpa Singh. The allegations arc, thus, wanting in pre¬ 
cise statement of material fact so as to connect the respon¬ 
dent No. 1 with the knowledge and consent about their pub¬ 
lication and distribution. If the allegation about publication 
and d'stribution of these pamphlets with the knowledge and 
consent of respondent No. 1 could not be accepted for want 
of precise statement of material facts, the question of in¬ 
curring expenses and submission of accounts in that behalf 
will not arise. These allegations, therefore also do not afford 
a triable cause of action in challenging the election of the 
returned candidatelrespondent No. I. 


13. Yet another ground taken by the petitioner in chal¬ 
lenging the election of the returned candidate is contained 
in paragraph 13 of the petition wherein it has been alleged 
that the election expenditure submitted by the election agent 
of the returned candidate is not in accordance with the pro¬ 
visions of Sections 77 and 78 of the Act inasmuch as the 
account of election expenditure is neither signed nor verified 
by the returned candidate Ku. Pushpa Devi Singh and thus, 
she is guilty of corrupt practice within the meaning of Sec¬ 
tion 123(6) read with section 77 of the Act. In this connec¬ 
tion, it may be pointed out that failure to maintain a proper 
account or to vouch for the items of expenditure is not by 
itself a corrupt practice. “What is required to the proved 
under the Act by ihe petitioner is that the successful enndi- 
daie incurred or authorised certain expenditure which was 
not shown in the return of expenses. That being so, even 
if it is accepted that the accounts of election expenditure is 
neither signed nor verified by the returned candidate, the 
same would not make the election itself liable to be set aside 
as it would not amount to any corrupt practice. But in case, 
it is found that the Returned Candidate has incurred or 
authorised certain expenditure which has not been shown in 
the return of expenses then of course it will amount to a 
corrupt practice on proof of wh : ch the election would be 
liable to be set aside. But in the present case, as seen 
above, there is no basis to hold that the returned candidate 
was responsible for the publication and distribution of the 
ncmphlels (Annexures P|6 Sc P|7) and. therefore, il is abso- 
utclv baseless to allege that the expenditure incurred in nub- 
lienfon and distribution of tho'-e pamphlet '■bouM ha'c h rn 
shown by the returned candidate. This apart, if anv candi¬ 
date has failed to lodge his account of election expenses as 
required by law. it is a matter to be investigated bv the 
Flection Commission of Tndia. who on findings some default 
on the cart of some candidates, mav disqualify him under 
Section 10-A of the Act, of the said failure. 

14. Here h may also be pointed out that though the Peti¬ 
tioner has alleged that the returned candidate has neither 
signed nor verified her accounts of election expenditure bur 
has not filed the certified cony of the accounts of the election 
expenditure of the icturned candidate. The resnendent No 
13 has, however, filed the true copy of the election accounts 
of resnendent No. 1 which are Annexurc R/13fvi) and Anne- 
xure R|13fvii). A nerusul of these two doruments will no 
to show (hat there is no clause for verification of the‘c ac¬ 
counts by the candidate. It only required counter signature 


of the candidate. A perusal of these two documents will also 
go to show tfiat the accounts are signed by the election agent 
of the respondent No, 1 whicli are also counter-signed by the 
respondent No, 1 herescll. There does not appear to be any 
error or infirmity as regards the signature and counter-signa¬ 
ture of the election accounts. This ground, therefore, also 
docs not stand. 


15. The nexi ground challenging the election is contained 
in paragraph 14 of the election petition wherein the allega¬ 
tion made is that Form-18 of the Conduct of Elections 
Rules, 1961, used for appointment of counting agent was 
not signed by the person who were to be appointed as count¬ 
ing agents nor it wa* signed by the respondent' No. 1 Ku. 
Pushpa Devi Singh which is a violation of Rule 52 of the 
Rules, 1961. According to the petitioner, this is a corrupt 
practice within the meaning of Section 123(6) of the Act. At 
the time of arguments on Interlocutory Application No. 63 
of 1991, the learned counsel for the petitioner was unable to 
point out us to which clause of Section 123 of the Act was 
attracted according to which is the omission of signatures 
of persons and the candidates in Form-18 amounted to cor¬ 
rupt practice. T have perused all sub-sections of Section 123 
of the Act and find that such omission does not amount to 
any corrupt practice. The petitioner has not filed the said 
Form to show that it did not contain the signature of the 
person or that of the respondent No. 1 to substantiate the 
charge. However, even if the allegation is accepted, it would 
at the most amount to an irregularity having no material 
effect on the result of the election. This ground, therefore, 
does not afford any basis to hold the election as void. 


16. The last allegation challenging the election is to be 
found in paragraphs 15 and 16 of the election petition. It 
has been alleged that the respondent No. 8-Sandhya Devi 
had submitted her first nomination form declaring her to be 
a candidate of “Samai Vadi Janta Party”, but at the time of 
distribution of deletion symbol, she has been allotted the 
symbol of Janta Party and due to this faulty distribution of 
symbol, the result of election was materially affected because 
if the respondent No. 8 was allotted the election symbol of 
‘‘Samaj Vadi Junta Party” a large number of votes polled 
by the returend candidate would have been polled by res¬ 
pondent No. 8 Sondhyt. Devi. The allegat'oh is ridiculous. 
As said earlier, excepi the respondents No. 1 and 2 and all 
other candidates, respondents herein, had lost their deposit. 
If all the votes polled by respondents No. 3 to 13 are added 
together that will not exceed the margin of voles bv which 
ihe returned candidate has won the election. The allegation 
is. therefore, neither here nor there as in any case, it would 
not have materially affected the election result at all. In 
paragraph 16, the petitioner has also alleged that the respon¬ 
ded No. 8 Sandhya Devi has not shown the expenditure 
incurred in printing certain pamphlets. This aberration is 
against the respondent No. 8 and the respondent No. 1 has 
nothing to do with it. If the respondent No. 8 has commit¬ 
ted any lapse w'lh regard to lodging of her election accounts, 
she may be dealt with in accordance with law. 

17. In view of the aforesaid dicussions, the preliminary 
objection raised by the respondent No. 1 in 1. A. No. 63/91 
has to be accepted and the election petition deserves to be 
rejected at the threshold under Order 7. Rule 11 of the Code 
r-ud with Section 87 of the Act as the petition does not 
disclose any triable cause of action. 

18. In the result, tfe Interlocutory Application No. 63 of 
*991 s allowed and the election petition is hereby rejected 
dismissed with costs accordingly. Counsel’s fee Rs. 500/- 
to be naid by the petitioner to the respondent No _ 1, if 
rfi-iified. The respondents No. 2 to 13 shall bear their res¬ 
pective costs. 

Sd./- 

FAIZANUDDIN, Judge. 

9-7-1992. 


Printed by the Manager, uovt. 01 maia press. King kobo, rviuyapiri, isew Dclhi-110064 
< p by the < ' oiler of Pub - ’ Delhi-110054, 1992 



